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The Inſufficiency of his Proofs, and the pact 
Errors of his Suppoſitions; by which he ; 
attempts to eſtabliſh the Authority of that — 
Text from ſuppoſed Manuſcripts. 8 
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ls Gentleman, whom | propoſe to an- 
: 1 ſwer in the following Treatiſe, has cer- 
WES, + 55 tainly ſet off bis Arguments witb a great 
adaieal of Addreſs and handſome Flouriſh. 
e ; ; ; 
1 T believe few cou d have ſaid more upon 
he Point, tho perhaps ſome wou'd have choſen to ſay 
eſs. The Extract of my Inquiry in the Higue- Jour- 
Mal ſeems to have given the Occaſion of his Diſſer- 
tation. Thad traced the learned Dr. Mill, a vis, 
to whoſe accurate Labours, little that was new cou'd 
be added. What few Remarks I may have made, 
To clear or ſtrengthen ſome Arguments, Mr. Mertin 
pas not always taken notice of; ſo that I thou at 
Firſt be had only ſeen the Extract, till I obſerved be 
pas cited the Pages which are not inſerted in the 
Journal. | 
I commend his pious Zeal for th: Credit of the 
Holy Scriptures, but do not think bis 1:ference juſt, 
Fiz. that, if the Text in debate be found got genuine, 
it is rational to ſuppoſe the ſame thing may have 
happened to ſome other Texts wher-on the Faith 
has been founded. For if our Faith be juſtly founded 
A2 


upon 


The PREFACE. 
upon any Text, *tis becauſe we have better proof of its 
Authority and if we have not, 'tis not Faith, but 
Credulity, which is no Chriſtian Virtue: And I be- 
lieve this Gentleman cannot give ſuch another In- 
ſtance of one important Text rely'd on, which 'is not 
better proved than this nor admits any one-elſe, nor 
yet the Paſlage of Joſephus it ſelf, upon ſuch lame 
Evidence. Nor can I think that Man a true Friend to 
the Honour of Chriſtianity, who declares it muſt ſta 
or fall with this, or (if there were any) other Texts 
in the ſame Caſe. | 3 

Since therefore he agrees to this, that we ought to 
reject this Paſſage if tis not Scripture; and J, 
that we ought to receive it, if it be ſo; we are not 
to fright our ſelves with Conſequences, to engage our 
Paſſions on one ſide or on the other, but ſeriouſly, and 
in. the Integrity of our Hearts, to inquire and exa- 
mine to the bottom, whether it be a part of Sacred 
Writ or not. Only I muſt obſerve that *twas not 
fair to ſay, It turns only upon the Silence of ſome 
antient Writers, and the Omiſſions in ſome Greek 
Manuſcripts of St. Jobn's Epiſtle, and tbat nothing 
elſe can be urged; when we do urge the Omiſſion of 
all the Greek Manuſcripts, and earneſtly deſire him 
to direct us at leaſt to one, before he bars us of this 
Plea, and alſo the Omiſſion in all the genuine antient 
Greek Writers, as far as appears. And till this Exa- 
mination be over, and full Satisfaction given, he ſhowd 
not, I think, have called it one of the moſt excellent 
Paſſages of the whole Scripture, leſ be happen to 
give the preference to a Dictate of ſome ordinary and 
erroneous Man. | 

I can't ſay but Mr. Martin has written with De- 
cency, and the Civility of a Gentleman , but ſuch 
Treatment muſt not, it ſeems, be expected from all, 
For from the Pulpit, at a publick Lecture of Diſ- 
ſenters, Have been very lately attack'd with heavy 
Cenſurcs, and angry Reproaches, in order to W 

| This 


The PREFTACEH. 7 
chis conteſted Text. It ſeems that Dr. G —, on M5 
the 1 3th Inſtant, thought it the beſt Method to begin 
with Alens Characters rather than with their Argu- 
ments, and in effect to tell his People, that very good 
Aen had been for the Text, and ſome very bad or in- 
different ones againſt it: And then be deſcended to Par- 
ticulars'; viz, Mr. Le Clerc, Ar. Whiſton, and E. 
Simon, as the Chief of the oppoſite Side, who for Piety 
and Learning were not to compare with ſome of the o- 
ther z tho they are well known to be Men of ſuperior 
| Abilities, and ſingular Learning, of whom, . if on 
bis Side, perhaps be would have boaſted with as great 

Glory. ITY 
ws to myſelf, I only complain, that it was not very 
charitable in bim to ſay from the Puipit, That tho it's 
true the Text is not in the Alexandrian and Vatican 
Copies, yet that I (under the Name of the Author 
of the Inquiry) had ſuch an Averſion to that Doc- 
"2 trine, that if the Text had been in thoſe Copies, and 
twenty more (I think that was the Number) he 
believed I would cavil againſt it ſtill; and inſinua- 
| ted to the People, as if I had attempted to huff and 
hector em out of the Text. | 
I addreſſed my Inquiry to my Superiors in Con- 
vocation; and if I did write in a huffing and hecto- 
ring manner, I ſhould be very ſorry, ſince I intended 
to do it with fair Arguments and decent Reſpect; but 
I muſt leave this to equal Judges that have read my 
Book, and let them pronounce whether my Book, or ſuch 
Preaching, bade more of the Huff and Hector. 
Nas bard he ſhould be ſo very uncbaritably con- 
fident, what I wou'd bave done, and how I would 
have ated againſt the greateſt Evidence, if there had 
been any in the Caſe. I'm perſuaded be can't ſhew 
where ever | have cavill'd againſt ſuch Evidence as he 
mention'd,. in any one Point of religious Diſpute. I 
can tell of ſeveral Inſtances wbere I bave yielded 
to Evidence againſt my former religious Opinions, and 
5 3 - againſs 


againſt my worldly Intereſt and Reputation too? way, 1 


10. 30- [and my Father are one, be not altogether 


The PRE FACE. 


once valued this ſuppoſed Text, as much as I can now 
any Proof of its being ſpurious; perbaps. much more, 
becauſe I found far more need then to haue it for me, 
than I do now to get clear of it; and yet when E- 
vidence did appear againſt it, I did not cavil. 

IL appeal to any one of Underſtanding, whether John 


as oppoſite to the Opinion of ſuch as are counted Arians, 
with relation to the Deity of Chriſt, as this other 
Text; and yet do ] or others cavil at that 2..' 

I think this ſhould convince any Man who is not too | 
far gone in Paſſion and Prejudice, that "tis Difference 
of Evidence makes me willing to admit the one, and 
reject the other; ſince there is no more difficulty (and 
indeed ] find none at all) in reconciling the one to 
my Opinions, than the other And indeed I was as | 
eaſy in my preſent Sentiments while I did not reject 
this Text, but thought it more probably genuine, as I 
am ſince. I think this may ſatisfy : And yet I don't 
know but be that can beartily believe the Words ge- 
nuine without the Autbority f one Manuſcript, 'may Wt 
think it eaſy for another to disbelieve em, tho he 
found em in all; S r 

It may be obſerved bow ready ſome are to inflame 
their People with Indignation and Rage againſt ſuch 
as differ from them, and that in Matters they are no 
way capable Judges of. We know well what the marking Wous 
Men out in the Pulpit with odious Cenſures ſerves to. ad 

I am ſorry if theſe are ſome of the firſk Fruits of l 
the kind Indulgence granted, viz, to fall ſo foul upon 7 
others, even before that was quite finiſhed. I ſup- 
poſe, to cenſure and leſſen by Name or Marks, is 4 
Liberty which the kindeſt Laws never intended : When * 
theſe provided that Diſſenters ſhould not be diſturbed * 
by others, it was ſuppoſed others (hould not be affronted 
by perſonal open Reflections from them, | 


+ 6 Why 


"The PREFACE. 
Why can't a Point of Criticiſm, or Hiſtory, or 
Opinion be calmly argued ? Can't a Man go in- 
a Pulpit without Heat and Ruffle, and there pro- 
uce bis Evidences fairly? If he can find none that 
Jeaſe bim, be need not be forward to undertake it, 
t ſhould not be out of humour; by which tis great 
ids, but he will expoſe one more than he intended. 

I meddle not with bis Arguments, for indeed 
hey were deferred till the next; and if bis Rea- 
ns be as ſtrong in his next turn, as I thought 

Paſſions were in the laſt, it will make much 
ore Impreſſion on me. And I promiſe him that 
he will try me with but balf the Evidence, nay 
ith one quarter of the twenty Greek Manu- 
ripts, which be concluded I would cavil againſt, 
2 ſhall find I am not ſo perverſe as he repre- 
nted me. And when be gratifies the World with 
#c/c Diſcourſes, if be will come forth as a Scholar, 
rather as a Chriſtian, ſerene and ingenuous, and 1 
Mud judge it requiſite to take any notice of them; I 
ure him I am not ſo diſturbed, but that I really in- 
id to uſe more Temper and Civility out of the Pul- 
it, than I bave ſometimes ſeen in it I remember 
' We Servant of the Lord muſt not ſtrive, but in 2 Tim. 2. 

leekneſs inſtruct thoſe who oppoſe. 24, 25. 
ic Lam ſo ſenſible that Victory, in angry and unchari- 
ble Strifes, even for Truth it ſelf, however it may gra- 

'y our preſent Vanity, is yet inglorious; and ſo inju- 
ous to the Intereſts of our Holy Religion, that I am 
ady to fear, what a certain General is ſaid to bave 


of , 3 55 when congratulated upon a great but coſtly 
8 uy, That a few ſuch Victories will undo us. 
a | JV 
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An Ann ſwer to Mr. Martin's 
Diſſertation on 1 John 5. 7. 


0 Church at Utrecht, having publiſhed 


155 

LD nuine Authority of 1 John 5. 7. There 
1 are three that bear Record in Heaven, 
YZ 1 prank he pretends to give a ſufficient 


Proof of its Authority, and to enervate the Ar- 


guments given by me from Dr. Mill, of its be- 
ing a manifeſt Interpolation; | thought it proper 
to conſider what he hath ſaid, and to diſpel that 
Miſt, wherewith, by ſpecious Iuſinuations, and 
fine Suppolitions, and ſmooth Turns, he has en- 
deavoured to impoſe upon the Minds of fach 
as do not thoroughly underſtand the Matters of 
Fatt. 

This Gentleman is alarmed to this Defence by 
an Opinion of the mighty Conſequence of this 
= ſuppoſed Text, for the Support of the Orthodox 
Doctrine; aud is therefore very earneſt not to let 


| go his hold of it, tho he preteids indeed the 
XZ 1ame thing is to be found in many other Places of 
Holy Scripture , which yet I apprehend he has ſome 


diſtruſt of. | 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin's 
For my part, I think1 am no way influenced 
by any ſuch contrary Motive, in writing on the 
other fide of the Queſtion, being fully ſatisfy'd 
that the Words, if genuine, were as favourable 
to thoſe call'd Ari ans, as to any; and clearly 
would argue againſt the Sabellian Unity of one 
ſingle Mind, or one intelligent Being; becauſe it 
would make the three Witneſſes to dwindle again 
into but one, and ſo to loſe much of the Force of 
the Argument from three. And thetefore Cal- 
vin aud Beza declare, that *tis not Unity of Be- 
ing is here ſpoken of, but Unity of Conſent and 
Teſtimony ; which will imply diftin& Minds con- 
curring in their Evidence, ſince Conſent is al- 
ways between more than one: So that it injures 
Mr. Martin's Cauſe to depend on ſuch a Proof; 
as Eraſmus ſays &. ge 
I am only concerned to do juſtice to the Sa- 
cred Writings, and to diſcover what is true in it 
ſelf; not what is convenient or agreeable to my 
liking. And as my Deſign at firſs was to ſtate 
the Facts on Dr. Mill's Evidence, ſo I judge I did 
make it appear that he had left no Foundation 
for the juſt ſupport of the Authority of this 
ſuppoſed Text : But yet if any new Evidence ariſes, 
or any well atteſted Authorities, or, hitherto con- 
cealed, Manuſcripts of Credit, can be produced, 
I am as ready as any Man to allow *em a due re- 
gard. But Mr. Martin has not try'd me, I con- 
ceive, with any ſuch Matters as theſe; but with 
fine Suppoſitions, and abſtracted Poſſibilities, of this 
and the other thing, which in a Matter of Fact 
will not go very far with me againſt plainer E- 
vidence. 


1 4 - 
— — 


CEE 


Hoc non eſt. confirmare Fidem, ſed ſuſpectam reddere, fi 


He 


nobis hujuſmodi Lemmatis blandiamur. Eraſe in locum. 
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Diſſertation ot 1 John 5. 7. $.. 

© He ſuppoſes the Words in debate might not 

harm the Context, nor diſagree to St. Jahn's Stile; 

but what is this to the purpoſe; to prove that in 

dt they were originally written by him? *Tis 

ſo eaſy by one fetch or other, according to Mens 

various Fancies, to wind almoſt any thing into 

an obſcure Context, when once it is reſolved it 

muſt be in; that I take ſuch Arguments to be but 

trifling Supplements, where good Reaſons are 

wanting. But then as to what he calls a third 

Advantage in favour of the Text, viz. That his Ch. 1. 

Adverſarys cannot produce one ſingle Paſſage from the 

|= Antients, whence it may appear that they had any 

. = Suſpicion concerning this Text: It may be faid 
that it had been indeed ſtrange, if any had made 

* a Diſpute about a Texe, which they had never 

. ſeen or heard of; which I think is true of the 

Primitive Writers for many Centuries e and for o- 

5 thers ſince, tis no wonder if creeping into 

private Books in Ages of Darkneſs and Confuſion, 

a | 

n 


we find no notice remaining of any Oppoſition 
| of theirs to what did not offend them. 


Fa On the other hand, there are three great Diſ- 
; advantages which Mr. Martin labours and ſinks 
q under, and which are fatal to his Cauſe: 

] 1. That he has not produced one genuine Greek 
> IR Writer that ever cited this Text, thro ſo many 


hundreds of Years paſt. Even the ſpurious Sy- 
| nopſis Scripture among Athanaſius's Works, by ſay- 
ing that St, John ſhews us the Unity of the Son with 
the Father, gives no ground to ſay that this un- 
certain Author had ehis Text in his eye; pro- 
bably it refers rather to ſome other Paſſages, 
(to ch. 2. 23.) or to the 8th Verſe of this 5th 
Chapter myſtically interpreted, &c. However; 
who, or at what time, this Author, whether 
Greek or Latin, was, is not known, _ 
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1 Anſwer to Mr. Martins 

2. That he cannot direct us to one Manuſeript 
Greek Copy in the World, where this Text is at 
this day to be found; and yet the Manuſcripts 


have been in very ſafe keeping with the Ortho- 


dox all along : fo that if ever they had been ſeen 
with this Text in 'em, they might be ſo ſtill. If 
Arian Kings and Emperors had borne the Sway, we 
ſhould have had it confidently ſaid by Men of flight 
Thought, that then it was theſe Manuſcripts of 
Stephens, and the Britiſh Manuſcripts, and the 
Vatican Manuſcripts, &c. were alter'd, and the 
Words raſed out, as now they vainly pretend it 
might be of old; but who has alter'd 'em all now 
ſince the Reformation? 

3. That he has not produced one credible Wit- 
neſs, that ever directly ſaid. he had at any time 
ſeen any one particular Greek Manuſcript in which 
this Text was ; or deſcribed it by any Mark of 
Diſtinction, by which it may be known, upon In- 
quiry after it. We have ſeveral indefinite Aſſer- 
tions, that tis, and that we find it, and the like, in 
ſome Coples, as Beza and P. Amelot fpeak ; but 
that they {aw it themſelves, and took it not from 
others upon looſe Preſumption, is, I think, not 
once fully manifeſted : and it ſignify'd nothing to 
mention Ximenes, and Cajetan, and Laurentius 
Jalla, and more ſuch, only to make a pompous 
Show of Names and Numbers for nothing; when 
tis not proved they ſay any thing to the Point 
in hand: and one may ſay of 'em all, as Eraſmus 
of Laurentius Valla, Quid legerit, non ſatis liquet; 


How Valla read, 5s not evident. But of this Mat- 


ter ſomewhat more particular ſhall be ſaid, when 
I come to examine what Mr. Martin ſays of the 
Greek Manuſcripts. And indeed, tis only on this 
zhird Head that I need much to concern my ſelf : 
for as to the to former Points, he makes no great 
Defence; the genuine Greek Writers, and the pre- 


ſent 


9 - Ig 4 _ 
8 op cons © e L.. 4 8 . Te 
3 mr A SES Ek eg A OE a r 
r « 1 2 ww; * A 4 
. 7 oy > * 4 TA * 4 


Diſſertation on 1 John 5. 7. 3 


ſent Greek Manuſcripts are not to be found, nor are 


: ſo much as ſummoned in for Witneſſes on his 
7 idee.. POE 11 : g 
. Indeed, Mr, Martin would fain invalidate this Part 2. Ch. 

negative Argument, from the total Silence of the“. 

£ Greek Fathers, and that of the Latins too, for g 

: 400 Years, (for he has. not proved S. Cyprian's 

x Words to be more than his Interpretation of the 

K 8th Yer, as Facundus, yea and Fulzentius too, as 

I had ſhown, do declare em to be) by pretending 

4 that they. might be in other Writings of the Antients 

. which are loſt ;, or that it might not come into their 

Alinds to mention 'em: even as that Text of 

V Baptix ing in the Name of the Father, Son, and Spirit, 

_ =* was not mention'd by ſome of them, in ſeveral 

. of their Works where it might have been proper. 

s But is this like the Caſe we are upon ? For as 

f thoſe Words were not ſo eculiarly neceſſary for 

their purpoſe agaiaſt any Adverſaries they had 

x to do with; ſo *tis granted, that if they were 

. omitted in one part of the Writings, they are 

a {till alledg'd in another; or if by one Writer, 

, yet they are cited by others, both Greek and La- 

= tin; and alſo have the concurrence of the antient 

- Greek Manuſcripts to back it all. Now is this, or 

x any thing like it, to be ſaid in the preſent Caſe ? 

- where the Text in diſpute is not once mention'd, 

N neither in one genuine Greek Writer nor in ano- 

a ther; neither in one part of their Works, nor in 
another; and where they had ſuch provoking fre- 

1 quent Occaſions, as would not ſuffer em to be all 


of em, and always, forgetful of ſo proper a 
Text; a Text fo emphatical and ſo fingular, ſuch 
an one that Mr. Martin, and ſome others, cannot 
tell how to ſpare; and where, all the Greek Ma- 
nuſcripts known to us, are as fileat as the Greek 
Fathers, and the Latins too for many Ages. Can 
any negative Argument be ſtronger ? Or can there 
| B 3 be 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin's 


be any but negative Arguments to prove a Ne- 


gative? And ſhall it be enough not to anſwer, but 
evade ſuch Proof, by ſtrange Suppoſitions of ex- 
treme Poſſibilities of ſuch things, to which per- 
haps the like never yet happened? 3 

Mr. Marl in's 2d, 3d, and 4th Chapters are nothing 


but a Proof, by a long Series from the 14th Age back- 


wards to the time of Charlemain, that this Text was 
in the Latin Bibles in theſe Weſtern Parts; ſo that 
he pleaſes himſelf with tracing it up to the End 
of the Eighth Century in the Latin Copy: which 
yet is nd more than has been freely allow'd on all 
ſides; 1 mean that this Text has from that Age 
been found in divers Latin Copies, not in all, or 
in the moſt ; the nearer they were to our preſent 
Times, the more they agreed in this Point ; 
and the higher we go, the Evidence appears 
weaker and weaker, till at laſt, withour the 
help of a ſtrong Fancy, we can diſcern none at 
all. 3 85 | 

And even in theſe Latin Bibles *tis confeſs'd, 
that this Text is in various ſhapes; in ſome the 
Words in Heaven are wanting; in others, theſe 
Three are one; and in ſome the whole Verſe: ſome- 
times the Sth Verſe comes before it, and ſome- 
times 'tis as in our preſent printed Books; ſome- 
times 'tis in the Text, and ſometimes in the Mar- 
gin. And tho Father Simon owns the Words to be 
in that antient Manuſcript of Lotharius, copied 


Crit. Hiſ. from Charlemain's Bible; yet he ſays, that it 
ef rhe Text tas greatly disfigured, ſome Words interlin'd, 


5 18. 
* | 


and ſome defuced, to ſubſtitute other Words in 
their place fo that he might well reckon this 
to be of leſs antient Authority, than the Body 
of the Copy; and therefore there was no great 
reaſon here to triumph over him as contraditting 


Such 
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Diſſertation on 1 John 5 8 Fe 
Such Marks of Coafuſion ſeem plainly to ſhew, 
that this Jet had, as yet, been a Stranger there, 
Wand had not any fixed Settlement aſſigned to it: 
perhaps in St. Bernard's time, viz, in the XIth 
Ae, it might be got into the Ordo Romanus, and 
the Offices of the Church, both Latin and Greek; 
even as in England, I find theſe ſame Words were 
Wiatroduced among the Epiſtles into the Common- 
Prayer of King Edward 6th, without any mark of 
| Sulpicion, while at the ſame time, and long after, 
they were marked for doubtful in the publick and 
common Bibles. So that it does not always follow, 
from a Text's being quoted, or being brought into 
the Offices of a Church, or placed in the Bible it 
ſelf, that it was received as undoubtedly genuine, 
I becauſe the Offices of a Church are ſometimes apt, 
Fas we ſee, to out- run their Bible; and Poſterity 
vill be abuſed, if any, in after Ages, ſhall per- 
ade 'em, that the Engliſh Church of this or the 
4ſt Age, prefer'd the old reading of Pſalm 10g. 
28. And they were not obedient to his Word, merely 
Wbecauſe *tis retain'd in the Church's Office or 
ſalter; when 'tis ſo well known, that all our 
more common, and publickly authorized Bibles, 
have for above an hundred Years maintain'd the 
reading, which is juſt coatradictory to it, viz. Aud 
they rebelled not againſt his Word. So that it would 
be a wrong Step to ſuppoſe our Zeal for Unifor- 
mity had been carry'd fo far as this; I mean, to an 
exact Agreement of the Church-Service with the 
Church- Bible. / 
But what tho this Text were found to be di- 
Z realy in the Bible of Charlemain, which Father 
Simon oppoſes not? will this prove it to have 
been in the Greek Manuſcripts at that time? In 
the Latin for certain, it has long been, and is in 
many other Verſions at this day; and yet we have 
not found hitherto one Greek Manuſcript, by which 
| B 4 to 


Pt. 1. Ch. to ſuppoſe. Jr is not to be imagined, ſays he, that 


4 


ruptions that had crept into it, ſince St. Jerom's 


in Anſwer to Mr. Martins 
to juſtify it: And therefore tho Charlemain, about 
Ann. 798, cauſed the vulgar Latin Bible to be 
review'd and purged of many Errors and Cor- 


time; and to that end imploy'd Alcuin, and other f. 
learned Men of that Age; it will not prove they h 
hid the, Authority of any Greek Manuſcript to 
warrant this Text, as Mr. Martin would have us 


theſe learned Men wou'd only conſult and compare 
with the Latin Copies 5, they wou'd go, without doubt, 
ro the original Greek of the New Teftament : and 
pleaſantly asks, if Father Simon himſelf (had he 
been one of them) would have put in THIS TEXT 
upon the Credit of a few Copies only among many, &c. 
But *tis abſurd to think, the Men of that Age 
mou d or cord take ſuch Meaſures as-the Learned 
of the preſent Age wou'd; for as the Greek Ma- 
nuſcripts were probably very rare, and hard to be 
come at in the Weſtern parts, ſo the Learned of 
thoſe Times had ſcarce any thing of that critical | 
Skill, or Genius, which theſe later Ages have ar- 
rived at, and which is ſo-neceſſary for ſuch a 
Vork: It does not appear that they took any 
Paigs to compare with one Greek Manuſcript, 
which, if they had bad before 'em as their Rule 
here, and had made ſuch account of, they might | 
probably have been fill preſerved to us: but 
as we have no ſuch Z1az»ſcripe to be now found, . 
or that has been ſeen, as far as we know, for 
any of the Ages paſt, between us and them; fo 
it does not appear there ever was one ſuch in the 
World. Nay, if they follow'd one, or a few, 
even of the Latin Manuſcripts, where different 
from the moſt and beſt, I think *tis no great won- 
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der. 1 am fati-fy*d this has been often done, 

viz., to prefer the Reading, that has pleaſed beſt, 

when againſt the meſt and the beſt Copies, Did 
| _ not 
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; not the Complutenſian Editors ſo? Did not Zraſmus 
do it? And why might not theſe Reviſers under 
Charlemain, have the Anſa calumni andi as much at 
heart as he had? eſpecially ſince they might 
fancy, as others do now, that this Teæt might 
| have been omitted, as the Preface, under St. Fe- 
rom's Name, to the ſeven Epiſtles, does ſuggeſt; 
I which Father Simon judges (and the contrary does 


not appear by Mr. Martin himſelf) to have been 
5 about this ſame time compoſed and inſerted; and 
„ to give it the greater Authority, they father'd it 


| ops foe Not having any Authority to pro- 
; duce from any Greek Copies of their own to juſti- 
fy their Complaint of the Latin Tranſlators O- 
| miſſion, perhaps they might think it beſt to re- 
fer the. matter back to St. Jerom ; eſpecially if 
rhbey found it already put in any Copies of his 
Latin Bible, tho, by à late Corruption, which 
carry'd no offence in it to them: this might afford 
X *em a ſpecious Plea, and wou'd prevail apon many 
others, I believe, to do the like in their Caſe, 
when there were none to remonſtrate againſt it. 
$9 that if they did but as others have done, the 
whole Argument is ſpoil'd. 196415 
And then Mr. Martin will fall ſhort of his Cen- 
cluſion, viz. that from this Review of the Latin 
Bible, Anno 798. there can be no doubt at all made, 
but this Text had been current in the Bibles of the 7th, 
6th, and the 5th Ages; becauſe, ſays he, we can't 
ſuppoſe they went by Manuſcripts of leſs than two ar 
three hundred Years ſtanding \ and ſo they muſt have 
had at once before em [and not, but they ought to 
have had, &c. as the Engliſh Tranſlator puts it] 
both the Copies of St. Jerom's Bible, and alſo them of 
the old Italick Ver ſian made in the ſecond Century, 
and which had continued to the ſeventh, to be the 
Bible of all the Latin Churches : and then concludes, 
that this clearly ſhews, The Teæt bad ever been in Ch. 3. 
| | 3 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin's _ 
the vulgar Verſion. And thus, by the Strength 
6 of a vigorous Imagination, he is ſpeedily arriv'd, 
* in a manner, at the End of his journey; with- 
| out being beholden to any the leaſt Proof by way 
F of Evidence, that theſe Reviſers did find, or did 
1 ſay they found, the Text in any one Greek Alanu- | 5 
4 ſcript, or in St. Ferome's, or in the Italic Verſion | 
it ſelf; much leſs that they found it in any an- 
tient Copies of Credit, that might ſhew it was 
no Innovation, if it was found in any others. 


5 Ido not ſee but Mr. Martin, without tiring his 
1 Fancy by a long train of Suppoſitions, might |» 
„ as well have made ſhorter work, by ſaying, (for 
„ I can't well call it arguing) that we ſee at preſent. 
by | our printed Copies have this Verſe; and we ought - 


5 | not to doubt but the World has always been ſo 


„ boneſt, ſo wiſe, ſo watchful, and careful, that it 
FP cou'd never have been brought in, if it had not 
6 always been in the true Copy from the firſt. 


But yet, alas, *tis too evident, that ſeveral Cor- 
[9 ruptions, Interpolations, and Omiſſions, have 
„ happened frequently, before the Art of Printing, 
= according to the Skill, the Care, or the Fancy of 

'S the Tranſcribers ; aad for that reaſon, St. Ferom 
5 was put upon correctiug the Latin Verſion of the 
| New Teſtament with very great Labour and Diffi- 
culty: and afterwards we ſee Charlemain cauſed 


15 another Review to be made, becauſe of new Car- 
' ruptions: and then in the tenth Century, the 
. Sor bon another. 


And 'tis as certain, that ſuch Reviews are not 

1 wont to ſet all things right again; that upon a 

WW. | little doubt, ſome things are removed, and others. | 

. that pleaſe better are retain'd, upon very ſle- 

5 der grounds; ſo that we muſt not preſume and 

Wl + ſuppoſe, that all was done which we now think 
8 was fit to be done. | 

The truth is, the World has already too long 

h wy zone 
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one upon Suppoſit ions in this matter, and 'tis that 
as brought us into this Confuſion. The Learned 
ppoſed for a long time, that the Complutenſian 
Editors bad kept cloſe to the Vatican Manu- 
Eripts; eſpecially to that famous, and moſt an- 
ient one, recommended to their exact Regard 
y Pope Leo; and therefore that they had this 
ood Authority for putting this Verſe into their 
dition. But, tho this is more than Mr. Martin 
as to warrant his Confidence in the Charlemain 
Reviſers, yet, it ſeems, the Learned ſuppoſed 
oo much here, ſince theſe Manuſcripts are found 
o want what was ſuppoſed to be taken from 
nem. Thus the Learned World long ſuppoſed 


hat Stephens had nine Greek Copies which had this 


* 


Ferſe, and ſever more that had all but the Words 


Fcions? I believe Mr. Martin will part with 
Ipme of them; and yet they were very plauſible, 
nd partly grounded on Stephens's own, but miſta- 
Fea Account: and yet muſt we ſtil} be treated 
ith ſuch trifling Suppoſitions in the ſame Caſe, 
Inſtead of Evidence? But there is no end of 
ppoſing, on one fide and on the other; and I 
Wave no Fondneſs for a Conteſt, which not 
he ſtrongeſt Reaſon, but the ſtrongeſt Imagi- 
Pation mult decide. 0 

| ſhall take my leave of this Subject, by ſhew- 


ö ng only how groundleſs and falſe Mr. Martin's 


gundamental Suppoſition is, viz. That the Latin 


"Bibles, of the 6th, and 7th, and 8th Ages ge- 
gerally had this Text, from the deciſive words of 
That tranſcendent Critical Genius of this Age, 
Dr. * Bentley. 


9 


Tuo Letters to the Reverend Dr. Bentley, concerning his 
#7:tended Edition of the Greek Teſtament, with the Doctor's 
HAnſwer, and ſome account of what may be expected from that 
SEdition, p. 24, 25. | EEE ores â]§ UV 


„ Heaven; and what is become of their Suppo- 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin's 

J formed 4 Thought, à priori, that if Sr, Jerom' 
true Latin Exemplar coud be come at, it mou d befi 
found to agree exactly with the Greek Text of the 
ſame Age; and ſo the old Copies of each Age (iff 
fo agreeing) wou'd give niutual Proof to each other. 
Whereupon,. rejefting the printed Editions of each, 
and the ſeveral Manuſcripts of ſeven Centurys, and 
under, I made uſe of none, but theſe of 4 Thouſand 
Years ago, or above, (of which ſort I have Twen- 
ty now in my Study, that one with another, make 
20000 Tears.) I had the Pleaſure to find, as I 
preſaged, that they agreed exactly like two. Tallies, 
or two Indentures ; By this you ſee that in my 
propoſed Work, the Fate of that Verſe (i. e. 1 John 
5- J.) will be a mere Queſtion of Fatt. And W<., 
f the fourth Century knew that Text, let it come in, - 
in God's Name: But if that Age did not know it, ; 


then Arianiſm in its height was beat down, without 
the help of that Verſe : and let the Fatt prove how * 
it will, the Doctrine is unjſbaken, Now if theſe by 
twenty fo antient Copies all agree in wanting 
that Verſe, (as lam fatisfy'd, none ſuppoſes they i: 
agree in having it) we may ſee what Credit is 
due to Mr. Martin's ſtrongeſt Imagination, con- 
cerning the Copies of thoſe Ages. Here is plain 
Fatt againſt his extravagant. Fancies. And l doubt 
not, when the Doctor, who alone appears to be p, 
par buic negotio, ſhall gratify the expecting World 
with his Noble Performance, things will be ſet in 
a yet clearer Light. _. = 1 
Mr. Martin's 5th Chap. is an Attempt to re- 
tricve the Credit of the pretended Preface of 
St. Ferom to the 7, Epiſtles, which complains i fo 
much of the Latin Tranſlators of the New Teſta- HA. 
met, that they had ometted this Verſe, which e 
the Greet Coptes had in them, If this had been fr 
genuine, it had been of great weight z but for „ 
many Reaſons The Learned have judged it to be Wy; 
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10 Forgery in St. Jerom's Name: ſome of theſe 
wt Reaſons Mr. Martin thinks not to be ſufficient 


Wat that ſtill it may poſſibly be St. Jerom's own 


(if ork. But he can never give a good anſwer to 
„ For the Preface pfofeſſes him to have re- 
e ored this Verſe, after ſuch injuſtice done to it; 


Wand declares it to be à principal Support of the 

| riſtian Faith, by which the one Subſtance Father, 
on and Holy Spirit, is confirmed. But then how 5 
omes it, that hi: Text, in all St. Ferom's true 
Vritings, where he contends for rhis Faith, and 
ſearches ſo. much for Texts and Arguments, 
is not once mentioned by him? Cou'd he omit 
what he judged the great Rampart of his Faith? 

4 Cou'd he always omit, and always forget, ſuch 
">a Text, which he had been the Preſer ver and 
Re ſforer of; and wou'd therefore be more than 
= prdinarily fond and careful of? Beſides, St. Jerom 
"7 urely wou'd never be guilty of ſuch a falſe In- 
1c ſiauation that all the Greek Copies bad ehis Verſe, 
when the total filence of all the Greek Fathers 
in that, and preceding Ages, is an undeniable 
Evidence of the contrary; not to be anſwer'd 
dy little Preſumptions and airy Suppoſitions. 

= But Mr. Martin uſes. ſuch an Argument, Chap. 5 
2 wbich he ſays is very conſiderable, to prove this 
TX Preface was St. Ferom's and not a Porgery, that 
I confeſs is to me very ſurprizing. 1}, ſays 
be, the Writer of it was a feigned Perſon, who de- 
3 /ioned to put off his own Piece for St. Jerom's, he 
was certainly not a Maſter of much Addreſs, in com- 
7 plaining of unfaithful Tranſlations ' in bis Times 


oy 14 for no one can produce the leaſt Proof, that new 
h Latin Verfions were ever made in the Age "tis pre- 


1 tended this Preface was compoſed : whereas "His plain 
From St. Auguſtin, St. jerom's Cotemporary, that 
in their Days divers had undertaken to make Latin 
Verſions ef the New Teſtament, and undeubte dly 
$119 the 


Age, he had been a Bungler indeed, tho, with | 


An Anſwer to Mr. Martins 
the Complaint in the Preface reſpected ſome one of 
theſe Verſions which is a conſiderable Reaſon to prove 


it was truly St. Jerom's. Now I can't but think = 

jaſt the contrary; that the feigned Author, by IM... 

this was a Man of great Addreſs : for if he in- Int 
tended a Fiction in St. Jerom's Name, it was an 

to be ſuited to St. Jerom's Time, when Mr. Mar- re 

tin ſays, there were divers Verſions made; and Ml ric 

having ſaid none can produce the leaſt Proof of ſay 

Latin Verſions made in that Age which this Preface ¶ ; 

was pretended to be compoſed in, he ſays, there is Ml ;,, 

lain Proof, that in St. Ferom's Days, there were Ml a, 


ſuch Verſions, which is the very Age it was pre- 
tended for: but if he means the feigned Man fo 
ſhou'd have framed a Preface, in St. Ferom's 

Name, that had only been ſuitable to Charlemair's | 


Mr. Martin, a Man of Addreſs. But if ſuch 


Reaſoning as this can confirm him in this Opinion, Mt 
it will be very difficult to conceive how he ſhou'd Mr 


ever be unſettled in any thing. May I not ſay WM. 
to him, what he, on no Reaſon that I can ſee, j; 
ſays of Dr. Mill; Sure he did not conſider what Rf 
he ſaid, Lnot, did not think what he ſaid, as the o 
Engliſh Tranſlation is, Ch. 5..at the end] and M hi 
his Eyes and Underſtanding went not together. 

But Mr. Martin ſays, Tis of no great moment; 
whether it be granted to be St, Jerom's or not, be- 
cauſe he thinks it will yet prove this Text to 
have all along been in the Bible; in that the Pre- 
face muſt be allowed to be very antient, and to 
have been in the Bibles, for above 800 Tears; and 
F. Simon ſuppoſes it put in by ſome of thoſe who re- 
viſed the Bible under Charlemain. Hence he ar- 
gues, that if theſe Learned Men made this com- 
plaint of the Unfaithfulneſs of the Latin Tranſ- 
lators in omitting this Verſe; it is a certain Ar- 
gument of its having been in St. Jerom's 2 8 
elle 


Hof this Diſpute, and the Prologue cou'd not be ch. 
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Ie. they .cou'd not have brought ſuch an Accu- 


ſition. 


I grant they cou'd not juſtly do ſo, unleſs 
they knew it had been even in all the Greek Co- 
pies too, which therefore they pretend; but they 


might do this unjuſtly, 1. e. without Ground, 


and upon miſtaken Preſumption, as I have al- 
ready ſaid; or perhaps upon juſt ſuch Suppoſi- 
tion. as Mr, Martin himſelf goes upon, when he 
ſays, in his 6th Chap. that either this Verſe was 
in St. Auſtin's Bible, or that It ought to have been 


in it, becauſe it was in ſome Bibles of that time. 


And fo, for ought I know, ſome Latin Bibles might 
have the Verſe in them in the 8th Age, and be- 
fore; and perhaps the Compoſers of this Preface 
were as loth to think, it was put lately in, as 
Mr. Martin is: and contrary to what he ſays of 


F. simon, I may ask him, whether if he had been 
one of them, he wou'd not have done the ſame 
thiag according to his way of Reaſoning, or 
rather of Preſuming, without Evidence, 


But if, from the former Evidence of Dr. Bent- 


= l:ys words, it appears in Fact, that St. Ferom's 


Bible had not this Text, then there is an end 
; 8. 
his; ſince, 'tis granted to be ridiculous, to ſup- Part 1. 
| poſe he ſhou'd reproach other Tranſlators, for 
leaving out this Text, and yet himſelf leave it 


cout in that Copy to which this Preface was made: 


therefore the Preface: is a Forgery; and be it 


2 whoſe it will, is of no force to prove that this 
Text had been either in St. Jerom's, or in any 
Greef Copy. So that the great, and middle Link 


of the imaginary Chain in the 87% Age, is bro- 
ken; on which hangs the Suppoſition of ſuch 
Greet Manuſcripts, for about 7 Centuries before, 


| 4 and which ſupported that Suppoſition for about 


as many Centuries after; till Matters of Fact 
Came 


An Anſwer to Mr. Martins, 


came to be looked into, and the Greek Man- 


ſcripts themſelves inſpected; which, we ſhalt fee 
preſently, ate all wrong on Mr. Martin's: ſide, 
when I have conſidered: the few private C:rarions 
of his two next Chapters, . 


Mr. Martin, in his 6th and 77h Chapters, goes 


on to prove that this Text was in the antient 


Ttalick Verſion of the New Teſtament, This he | 


wou'd infer, from its being in St. Jerom's, which, 
J hope appears already to be a groundlefs Sur- 
miſe; and fo the Argument will turn on the 
other ſide, and be retorted upon him, viz. that 


if St. Jerom's New Teſtament had not this Text, 
tis a great ſign, the Italic, which he corre&ed, 
had it not neither: Otherwiſe his Bible had been 

fo deſective, that it wou'd have been bitterly er- 
claimed againſt, by ſuch as made ſuch ado with him, 
about his changing but one ſingle word for another; 


as we learn out of St, Auguſtin. 


As for his Inſtances of the mention of rh; 


Text by Fulgentius (in the 6th Century) and by V- MN 


lis Tapſenſis, I paſs them by, as I had done be- 
Shs, as coming too late to be of any great uſe 
in the Caſe; nor can the mention of rhis 
Text by them or Victor Vitenſis, ſignify any thing | 

more than what I had ſuppoſed formerly, viz. 
that at the latter end of the 5th Century, ſome | 
might begin to pretend that for Text, which | 


had ſo long and currently been the Interpreta- 


tion of the next Perſe. And therefore I did not, þ 
as Mr. Martin inſinuates, put by Victor Vitenſis's | 


Teſtimony, for being a fabulous Writer; but 
I ſhewed, (to which Mr. Martin hath made no 
reply) that it was no Evidence of the current 


Admiſſion of that Text, or of its long ſtanding 3 
and that from the common way, in that Age 
and Place, of interpreting the next Verſe, in 
fuch a manner as cou'd not well conſiſt with ha- 
| ving 
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ving this Text alſo in their publick Bibles : I ſay 
their publick Bibles, becauſe as F. Simon has ſhewn, Hiſt. of 
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that tho it appears not that different Latin Verſions 


Churches, yet private Perſons took the liberty of 
making new Tranſlations; and that by this di- 
ſtinction, between the Bible read in the publick 
Service, and theſe particular e we may 
eaſily reſolve the Objections taken from Tertullian, 


Cyprian, &c. whoſe Citations agree not with the 


Tralick Verſion. They read the vulgar Copy with 
the People, which was in uſe in their Churches, 
becauſe. they cou'd not do otherwiſe . but in their 
Writings, they took the liberty to tranſlate as they 
thought fit. | | 
And therefore ſuppoſing Victor's relation of 
that Confeſſion of Faith to be truly as we have 
it, yet whether drawn up by one Biſhop or by 
four, it does not follow that this Text, even at 
the end. of the 5th Age, was in their common 
Bibles, tho they might have ſome Countenance, 
or ſome Notions on which they preſumed to bring 
in the words for a Proof; whether it was that 


they had the direct words in ſeveral private Books, 


or relied on the current myſtical Interpretation 
of the next Verſe to bear them out: which laſt 
may, for ought I ſee, be all that is intended in 
ſuch Teſtimonies or Citations of theſe Words. 
I do not confideatly aſſert it, or ſay, that even 
theſe late Writers had only Three Witneſſes, in 


the Bible; which ſometimes they mentioned by 


their dire& Names, Water, Blood and Spirir, and 


| ſometimes by their myſtical Names, Father, Sony 


and Spirit; or Father, Word and Spirit: but 1 
conceive there is ſome ground to think ſo from 


this, viz. that while one ſpeaks of the Mater, 


Blood and the Spirie, and another of Father, Word, 


and Spirit, as St. Jobn's three Witneſſes ; I have not 
| G 8 obſerved 


Tranſlations were then read in the Weſtern © 3+, 


Ch. 7. 
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obſerved that any of them ſpeak of both together, 
or of ſix Mitneſſes: which looks as if it was all but 
one Text, with its Interpretation. (I confeſs 


Eucheriuss Teſtimony, in the next Chap. has all 


fix ſet down there; but to that I ſhall have ſome- 
thing to ſay.) So that for ought appears, Mr. 
Martin's Cloud of Witneſſes, as he calls this huge 
number of African Biſhops ; every one, ſays he, 
coming with his Bible in his Hand, offering us this 


Paſſage of St. John to read; may be but a Cloud of 


an band-breadth, three or four only, without any 
Warrant from the publick Copies, long eſta- 
bliſhed, as it appears by others of that Country 
_ that ſame Age, from what has been already 
aid. | 

The Teſtimonies of Eucherius, Cyprian, and 
Tertullian, are tg carry on the Proof of the Tralick 
Verſions having this Text; but as here is nothing 
new about St. Cyprian, (to which Tertullian is but 
an Appendix) ſo I have already ſtated the matter 


Pag. 333, concerning him in my former Diſcourſe, and have 


le 


accounted for what Mr. Martin here repeats 
but he takes no notice that even Fulgentizs, whom 
he brings to confront Facundus, does rather, as I 
have ſhown, confirm his Judgment of Cyprian's 
words, viz. that they are an Interpretation of 


direct words of the 7th Verſe contended for. 
And yet here is all that is pretended to, from 
St. Johns Time to the 5th Century; for neither 
Greek nor Latin, ſmall nor great Writer, for ſo 
many hundred Years, gives the leaſt ſhadow of a 
Proof, that they knew any thing of this great 
and remarkable Texr ; perhaps the moſt obvious, 
and adapted for their conſtant occaſions, of any 


Text in the Bible. And yet this conteſted 7 


ly * 
„ 
4 8 


Paſſage of St. Cyprian only, ſo well accounted for, 
and upon fo good Authority, muſt — 
al, 


"A 


the 8th Verſe; and for certain they are not the | 


— 
4 
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all, even againſt the expreſs Teſtimony and Senſe 
given of St. Cypriar's words, by a foliowing Biſhop 
of the ſame Country, whom none contradict, and 
whoſe Teſtimony, if believed, is entirely deci- 
five. es | | 

But the Paſſage Mr. Martin brings out of Eu- 
cherius, of which indeed I was not aware before, 
will need more Conſideration ; for tho it only 
concerns the 5th Century, in which I did allow 
that poſſibly the Words might become Text, in 
ſome Books, yet it will carry it half a Century 
higher, than the Confeſſion of the African Bi- 
ſhops in Victor Vitenſis and, I confeſs if the 
Paſſage be genuine, it is more to the purpoſe 
than any, yea than all the other Teſtimonies, 
before or after Eucherius, for ſome hundreds of 
Years: becauſe here we find both the 7th and 
Bth Verſes together, at once to ſhew us all the ſix 
Witneſſes, and that there was Father, Word, 
and Spirit, beſide what was faid of the Water, 
Blood and Spirit; whereas, only Father, Word, 
and Spirit, might have been the ſame Things 
myſtically interpreted, after the prevailing Cuſ- 
tom of that Time. So that I cannot deny but 
Mr. Martin had ſome ground to ſay, this is deci- 
ſive, i. e. as to its being acknowledg'd by Eucherius, 
in the 5:h Century. But, 
Ihbe laſtance being ſingular, is indeed apt to 
Jruaaiſe ſaſpicion about it, yet I ſhall not for thaz 
KReeaſon reject it, but ſhall offer ſuch other Argu- 

ments, as will, I think, acquit me from The 
Charge of being influenced by mere Partiality, 
in judging it to be probably an Inter polat ion, 
added by the Tranſcriber of Eucheriis. | 
Ihn general, the Learned know very well, that 
la the Copies and Editions, eſpecially, of the La- 
tin Fathers, ſuch Interpolations of Texts are fre- 
quent; and were thought innocent: for m—_ 
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— An Anſwer £0 Mr. Martin's : 
the Tranſcriber found a Text only refer'd to by 
his Author, he would ſupply it at large, or per- 
haps rectify it, by putting it in according to what 


was in his own Bible of another Age, which he 


thought muſt be right. This was but natural; 
and I underſtand this is the Caſe in a like Inſtance 
with Bede's Comments on the SthVerſe , There are 
three that bear Record, the Water, Blood, and Spi- 
rit- for ſo I am informed the Manuſcripts of 
Bede's Works have it, whereas in the printed Edi- 


tion, the Words in terra, on Earth, are added to 


make it agree to the current Verſions of After- 
Ages. So that if Eucherius had only ſaid, As ro 
the Trinity St. John has ſpoken as in the 8th Verſe, 
the Tranſcriber finding in After-Ages the 7th 
Verſe alſo in his Bible, might join both, as eaſily 
as he now would add Chapter and Verſe And 
2 an Alteration of a Text was the likelieſt 
of all. | | Ks | 

But ' tis not enough to fay it might be ſo, I ſhall 
therefore offer my Reaſons on which 1 judge it 
was ſo here; becauſe, | 00 


A 


Firſt, It appears to-be not very conſiſtent with 


Euch. de Eucherius himſelf elſewhere ; for in his Interpre- 
Queſt.diffi- tation of Ver. 8. or the Water, Blood, and Spi- 


cil. in 
ca, V. & 


. 


0 


rit, he declares, that moſt did by a myſtical Interpre- 
tation underſtand thereby the Trinity, i. e. by the 
Water the Father, &c. in which he ſeems entire- 
Iy to acquieſce alſo; which is much what St, Cy- 
prian had ſaid before, according to Facundus's 
Teltimony. Now I cannot imagine how to re- 
concile this with Eucherius's acknowledging the 
Words of the 7th Verſe; for how could any, 
according to common Senſe, ſet themſelves, by 
forced myſtical Interpretations, to extort from 
the 8th Verſe ſuch an unnatural Meaning, and 
make the Water, Blood, and Spirit, to mean 
Father, Word, and Spirit, if they had read it 

| N directly 
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directly in the 7th Verſe already, that there are 
three in Heaven, &c. Father, Word, and Spirit? 
Could they make the three Witneſſes on Earth 
to be the ſame which had juſt before been cal- 
led the Witneſſes in Heaven? Would they make 
the Six to be but Three Witneſſes ? and the Apo- 
ſtle to ſay the ſame thing twice over ? and after 
the mention of them by their proper Names, to 
mention 'em by myſtical Characters, i. e. to ſpeak 
of 'em darkly and enigmatically, after he had 
ſpoken of *em plainly ? One would think it not 
credible that Men ſhould uſe ſo much Force and 
Straining to ſearch for the Trinity in the dark, 
if they had found it lie plainly before 'em, ſo 
cloſe and near to them. 

Secondly, It appears that this Treatiſe of Euche- 
rius de formulis Spirit. &c. in particular was in 
very great Diſorder, and it ſeems the Copies 
were not alike; for Joannes Alexander Braſſicanus, 
in his Prefatory Epiſtle, tells us, as I find it in the 
Bibliotheca Patrum, that he took a great deal of 
pains, unto Wearineſs, in repurgands & reſtituen- 
dis, &c. in leaving out and adding many things: 
id quod deerat adj ecimus, ſays he. So that all 
things conſidered, it is not improbable that this 
Paſſage may be one of thoſe Additions. To which 
I may ſubjoin, | 
= - Thirdly, That this Text was not neceſſary to 
his Deſign, which (tho will not ſay he keeps 
ſtrictly to it) was to inſiſt upon myſtical Inter- 
pretations, like the Fewiſh Cabala, under the ſe- 
veral Numbers one, two, three, & c. which the 
8th Verſe did ſerve him in; This appears in 
the Title of this Chapter, which is, * Of Num- + De nu- 
bers whoſe Significations are allegorically explained : meris quo- 
whereas the 7th Verſe was not ſubject to ſuch a rum figni- 
ecret figurative Interpretation. And according- hcariones 
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ly In the beginning of 2 Work, he prays God in ge 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin's n, 
to reveal the ſecret abſtruſe Senſe of the Scrip- 
tores, that he might produce what was their 
ſecret: Meaning, However, I ſubmit theſe Rea- 
ſons to the judgment of the Impartial, who, 
1 think, will not wholly deſpiſe 'em all: But 
ſtill it muſt be remember'd, that if by any they 
be not thought ſufficient to take off the Authori- 
ty of this Teſtimony, yet as 'tis the firſt clear 
mention of this Text by any Chriſtian Writer, ſo 
it was not till a good way in the 5th Century. 

And now there is nothing remains to be conſi- 
dered, but what Evidence there is to be found 
from the Greek Manuſcripts of the N. T. to au- 
thorize this Text: for it ſignifies little that the 
modern Latin or Greek Churches | have admitted- 
it; unleſs- they: had Authority from the Greek 
Original for ſo doing; and therefore this Ar- 
ticle of the Greek Manuſcripts is of greateſt Im- 
portance in the Caſe. „ | | 

Mr. Martin in his 8th Chapter undertakes to 
ſhew that this Text was found in the Greek Manu- 
{cripts of theſe laſt Ages, and ſays ſo many things 
with ſuch. undaunted Confidence, and poſitive 
Aſſurance (which a wiſe and cautious Man would 
not ſay, 'unleſs he knew *em to be true) that 
if it be found he has ſaid em without Truth aud 


Evidence, I think it will hot gain his Work any 


Credit in the end, tho it may ſtagger the unlear- 
ned Reader at firſt. He begins with a fine popular 
Harangue upon the old Story of its having been 


in the original Greek of St. John, and thence paſ- 
ſed into the /ralick Verſion, and ſo into St. Jerom's 


Bible, and thence into Charlemain's; for he ſays, 
Mie muſt not doubt but the learned Men he employ d 
in correcting the Bible, had Greek Manuſcripts to 
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ramus quomodo ſecretiora intellectu ſentiendum fit. 
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conſult. And indeed if we muſt not doubt their 
having ſuch Manuſcripts, nor that they exactly 
corrected the Latin by em in every Place that dif- 
fer'd, nor that they really put this Text in their 
Bibles, then the Work is done if we may doubt 
nothing; but Mr. Martin knows theſe things are 
doabted, yea, and that ſome, or all of them, are 
deny d, and ſtrongly oppoſed - and *tis trifling, on 
no better grounds, to tell us we muſt not doubt 
the principal Matters in debate. 1 
Next he argues from F. Simon's ſaying, This 
Paſſage is in very few Greek Copies, that therefore 
he grants it was in many; which is no true Inference 
at all, becauſe Mr. Martin, but a few Pages after, 
cites him for ſaying the Text was not in any one 
Greek Manuſcript; which he calls contradicting 
himſelf formally, and retrafting, &c. but very un- 
reaſonably: for F. Simon having ſeen many Ma- 
nuſcripts in which this Text was wanting, but 
not all that might be ſeen, might well pronounce 
hereapon, that it was not in the greateſt Part of 
'em, and that it certainly was but in fem, tho 
he never intended hereby to ſay it was in any. 
And when he had ſearched more throughly, he 
then ventured to ſay it was not in any one; and 
therefore thoſe vain Triumphs, not to ſay Inſults, 
on that celebrated Scholar, might have been better 
ſpared than utter'd upon ſo flender, or rather no 
true Occaſion. And if Mr. Martin were not 
willing to catch hold of any thing, he would ne- 
ver have made an Argument of ſuch a poor pre- 
tended Conceſſion of F. Simon, which he knew he 


diſowned, or rectify d. e 
And no he comes to Particulars. 1. He tells 
us, Laurentius Valla, in the 15th Century, recover'd 
= ſeven Greek Manuſcript; — and this Paſſage of St. 
John is found in all ſeven; and he thinks it is hard 
if zone of them was then - ph or five hundred _ 
, 3 old: 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martins 
old: but however he is ſo modeſt, as to let *em 
be but three or four hundred Years. And yet after 
all this particular Account, given without mincing, 
or heſitating about it, I dare ſay this Gentleman 
knows nothing of the Matter, but ſpeaks all up- 
on Fancy and Gueſs. If perhaps you imagine he 
has got L. Vs Manuſcripts in his poſſeſſion, or at 
leaſt, that he bas ſeen 'em fully; he tells you no, 
not he, nor any Man elſe that he knows of, -has 


Chap. 11. either ſeen Valla's Manuſcripts, or knows what is be- 


Proleg. 


come of em. ls not this a pretty Account? Dr. 
Mill ſays he had only three Greek Manuſcripts, 


No 1088. Mr. Martin ſays ſeven. Eraſmus ſays, How Valla 


third Editign; if Eraſmus never ſays he ſaw it, 


found or read (this Place in St. John) does not fully 
appear; Mr. Martin ſays roundly, this Text was in 
all the ſeven ,, and yet does not know any Author 
who ſays he ever ſaw theſe Manuſcripts, nor pro- 
duces any Words of Valla's own, to prove that he 
ſaw this Text in them. „„ 


» 


Next comes Cardinal Cajetan, and what ſays he 
to the Point? Truly no more but that he doubted 
whether this Verſe were in the Text; becauſe, 
Jays he, 'tis not in all the Greek Manuſcripts, but 
only in ſome 5, 'whence the Difference ariſes, I know not. 


This is much what F. Simon had ſaid, as I have ob- 


ſerved before; he might not ſee the Words in 
any Manuſcript, but at that time never queſtioned 


but they were in ſome. 


Then for the Complutenſian Editors, M r. Mar- 
tin ſays boldly, that, they put this Text in upon 
The warrant of one or more Manuſcripts (he can't 
tell which) and yet. takes no notice of the Evi- 
dence given to the contrary in my former Tract, 
that they had it not where it was preſumed and 
pretended they had it. \ eee 
As for the Codex Þritannicus, by which alone 
Eraſmus was influenced to put the Words into his 


What 


* 
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what ſignifies it to mention F. Simon's ſaying it? 
And therefore twas very unfair and unjuſt to in- 
ſinuate that I had called in queſtion the Veracity of Chap. 1. 
this learned Man, two hundred Years after bis Death, © 
when I never once ſuſpected his Teſtimony in 
the leaſt, and only ſaid that I never found he 
gave any ſuch Teſtimony. And is his Credit at- 
tainted, by not believing any groundleſs Story that 
others tell of him? Cannot he be thought an honeſt 
Man, if all that they ſay of him ſhould not be true? 
Had that great Man, who was the Wonder and Glory 
of his Age, and who laid the Foundations for Af- 
ter-Ages to build upon, ſaid ſuch a Word as that 
he had ſeen it, I had eaſily relied upon his Since- 
rity; who, I conceive, was too great to uſe ſuch 
Falſhood and Deceit. | | 
Indeed Mr. Martin thinks it enough to ſay, 
is not our Concern now to inquire what is become of 
this Manuſcript, or if any others have ſeen it beſides 
Eraſmus-—and that this Method will introduce à 
new ſort of Scepticiſm in Matters of Learning. But 
with his leave, I think it does concern us greatly 
to know whether ſuch a Manuſcript be in being 
ſtill, which was too remarkable to be loſt in Ob- 
ſcurity, if it had once been taken notice of; and 
whether any one elſe ever ſaw it, ſince *tis conteſ- 
ted ſo much whether ever Eraſmus ſaw it, or pre- 
tended to it. And 1 dare fay, ſuch a preſuming 
Credulity as Mr. Martin propounds for the Cure of 
Scepticiſm, which would hinder a ſevere Exami- 
nation into Facts, would do, and has done, the 
World far more harm than ſuch Scepticiſm it- 
ſelf; and the longer Men go on to take things ſo 
on _— the more grievous will the Scepticiſm be 
at laſt. DE 2 | 
= Srtephens's Manuſcripts are next in tale; but on 
what miſtaken Grounds, will be further ſeen in 
the Reviewof the next Chapter. ä 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin? 
In the Year 1574, ſays he, the Louvain Divines 
in a Preface to their Latin Bible, ſay they bad 


ſeen this Paſſage of St. John, in many other Greek 


Manuſcripts, as Stephens had in his. As for Ste- 


phens's Manuſcripts, 'tis plain they only preſumed 


it from what appeared in his printed Edition; 


but as to what they ſay themſelves ſaw, I think 
Mr. Martin is miſtaken in interpreting it of any 


Greek Manuſcripts: I ſhall ſet down their own 
Words, in which he has left out one material 
Sentence, which was both in the Latin, and in 
F. Simon's Tranſlation,” (with what Deſign he beſt 
knows :)' ſpeaking of Ferom's Prologue, This, ſay 
they, confirms the reading of the Text, which 1s 


likewiſe ſupported by very many Latin Copies ;, agreca- 


ble ro which Eraſmus cites two Greek Copies, one of 


Britain, the other of Spain; to that of Spain the 


King's Bible is both in all other Places and in this 
conformable + (this laſt Sentence Mr. Martin has 
omitted) we have ſeen many others which agree to 
theſe. Now the word Theſe rather refers to the 
three laſt Copies, one whereof, viz; the King's Bi- 


ble, was a Printed Copy, which ſhews that they 


_ Anvep, ſpeakiof any Copies promiſcaouſly ; or it may re- 


1372 


late ta the Latin Copies firſt mentioned. But why 
ſhould Mr. Martin pick out the middle Sentence 


only for the reference of theſe Words? and by 


an unfair Omiſſion repreſent it to his Reader as 


if jt were the immediate Sentence before theſe 
Words of Reference, tout d une ſuite, ec? He 
ſays they are ſpeaking of Greek Manuſcripts of 
England, &c. but are they not ſpeaking alſo of 
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* Quod pro textus lectione facit, & Latinorum librorum plu- 


rimi ſuffragantur, quibus conſentientes duos Græcos codices, u- 
num Britannicum, alterum Hiſpanicum, Eraſmus profert; Hiſpa- 
nico ut ubique & hic conformis eſt Regius: multos alios his con- 
ſonantes vidimus. IF eee 0 
Latin 
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Latin Copies, and of King Philip's printed Bible? 
and perhiaps'Stephens's Manuſcripts, which they 
inſtance in immediately after, may be ſome of the 
many which they ſaw did ſo agree to the other. But 
their own Account of them ſhews how they ſaw 
em, viz. as they were mark'd in the printed Copy 
only; and therefore they make ſome doubt whe- 
ther he had placed his Marks right according to 
his Atanuſcripts; nay tis plain that even the Copy 
of Spain, which Eraſmus cites, I was only the 
Complutenſian Edition, and is what theſe Divines, 
I think; do intend here; and not a Manuſcripe, as 
Mr. Martin turns it. | 
But I have now before me the New Teſtament; 
of theſe Louvain! Divines, by Plantin, Aatwerpiæ 
1584. with the ſame Approbation of Molanus 
annex'd as in the other Edition; and in their 
Notes on this Text, their Words are ſomething 
different, * viz. This confirms the reading of the Text, 
whereto agrees the Greek' Complutenſian Edition, and 


what are taken from thence, with mam others which 


we have ſeen. Aud then follow the Words about 
Stephens s Manuſcripts,as in the other, but tis under 
the Title of the Pariſian Copies. Now this, 
which ſeems to be upon their ſecond Thoughts, 
puts it out of doubt that they ſpake only of 
ſeeing ſeveral printed Editions of the Gyeek\Copies 
beſides that of Complut um, but no Greek Manu- 
ſcript: And I think *tis not againſt common 
Senſe, as Mr. Martin pretends, to underſtand even 
the former Account ſo; if I had not had this 
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+ Eraſ. in locum, Perlata eft ad nos editio Hiſpanienſis. 


Again, Exemplar, ex eadem, ni fallor, Bibliotheca (Vaticana) 


petitum, ſecuti ſunt Hiſpani. 
* Quod pro textus lectione facit, cui Græca Complutenſis E- 


ditio, & quæ ex ea ſunt, cum aliis quas vidimus non paucis, con- 
ſonant. Inter omnes Pariſienſium ne unus eſt qui diflideat, &c. 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martins 
latter, Which makes it more plainly appear. So 
then hitherto no one is proved to have ſeen any 
one Greek Manuſcript for this Text. 1 6 bite 
His next Evidence he calls, is F. Amelot, who, 
in his Note en this Text, ſays, Eraſmus ſaid it 
mas wanting in one Greek Manuſcript of the Vatican, 
but I find it in the moſt antient Manuſcript of that 
Library, Whether he found it by his own Search, 
or others; Information, theſe Words do nor fully 
determine. Nor does Eraſmus. only ſay it was 
wanting in one Manuſcript of the Vatican, but in 
a moſt anticnt Manuſcript, which he calls Codex per- 
vetuſtus & Liber antiquiſſimus : and ſince we are well 
aſlur'd ehe Text is wanting in the famous moſt. antient 
Vatican Manuſcript, by the conceſſion of Dr. Mil, 
and I think of all that have inquir'd into it, and 
particularly by Caryophilus; and that upon a ſtrict 
Search made by the Criticks, whom Pope Urban 
the 8th employ'd about it; Mr. Amelor's ſlight 
Teſtimony that it was in the moſt antient Manu- 
ſcript there, cannot be conſiſtent with their more 
accurate and credible Witneſs. Indeed Mr. Du 
Pin ſays Amelot was not very & exact; and Father 
$:mon upon ſeveral Occaſions ſhews how vainly he 
uſes to talk. f Father Amelot, ſays he, does not 
ſeem to be ſincere, when he ſpeaks of his ſearching 
out of Manuſcripts ; and that he ſpeaks of Manu 
ſcripts which were never extant but in his own Ima- 
ginat ion: and as to his having carefully ſearched 
The Vatican Manuſcripts, he ſays; be cou?d not affirm. . 
it, ſince he produces no various readings but ſuch as are 
in print; and that he never ſaw, but in print, what 
he calld ſeeing the Manuſcripts.” So that I think” 
we may-ſet this Witneſs aſide. 1 
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Diſſertation- on l John 5. 7. 

His laſt is a ſort of Ear - Mitneſs rather, viz. 
is ſaid there is alſo one (Manuſcript) at Berlin in 
the King's Library, that is believed to be 500 Years 
old. Fat her Long reports it on the Teſtimony of Sau- 
bertus and Tollius; and Dr. Kettner, on à Letter 
that he ſays he received of it from M. Jablonski, &. 
But Mr. Martin, who makes the\!moſt'of every 
thing, does not quite venture to ſay, that this 
Text is reported to be in that Manuſcript, [tho 
his Tranſlator makes him ſay ſo; of which 1 will 
not take any advantage, becauſe I think he has 
done his Author ſome wrong] but it has the face 
of ſuch an artful Inſinuation. Father Long ſays 
only there is a Manuſcript, and refers to Saubert 
(whom Ihave not ſeen) and Tollius, whom I have 
conſulted; and he only tells us what ſort of Book 
it is, viz. written in great Letters, Literis un- 
cialibus, and without Accents, & c. but ſays not 
one word of this Text in St. John and if M. 
Fablonski's Letter has ſaid no more than theſe, 
what is this Manuſcript mention'd for? If there 
bea Manuſcript at Berlin that wants this Verſe, 
does: this prove the Text to be genuine? Or if 
Mr. Martin means, that we don't yet know what 
is in that Manuſcript, is that an Argument for 
us to conclude, that it is in it, contrary to all 
the other Greek Manuſcripts that we know of in 
- the World ? Surely the Preſumption lies on the 
other ſide; and this Gentleman cou'd ſo eaſily 
have gain'd Satisfaction from Berlin in this Point, 
that I ſuſpe& he was fearful there was no ſuch 
Verſe in this Manuſoript; or elſe he wou'd have 
come abroad well fortity'd with ſuch an Authority: 
and if ſo, *twas not ingenuous to make ſuch a 
deceitful Flouriſh in ſo ſerious an Argument. 
But if indeed it has the Text, and we can be 
aſſured how the Caſe ſtands upon that Manuſcript, 
it will then deſerve good Conſideration, and yo 
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An Anſmwer to Mr. Martin's 


of more weight than all the reſt that he has 


offer'd: Till then, 'tis amuſing the World with 
random Conjectures, and unfair Inſinuations, to 
tell em, they ſay ſome-body has written to 
ſome · body, that there is a Greek Manuſcript which 


has in it we cannot tell what. 


But ſince my writing what relates to the Berlin 
Manuſcript, ' have receiv'd Information from a 
very ſure Hand, that hi8 Verſe is not in the Body 


of that Manuſcript, but that it has been ſince in- 


ſerted in the Margin, and the Manuſcript is not 


above 300 Tears old neither. If Mr. Martin had 
known this, and conceal'd it; nay, if he could 


Kill not only inſinuate this Alanuſcript to be in 


confirmation of his Argument, when it was di- 
realy againſt it; but alſo cou'd even venture to 


add this vain Triumph immediately upon it, We 


ſee here Manuſcripts more than ſufficient to convinte 
#5, &c. (when yet he was driven to ſuch hard 
Shifts, of pretending a falſe Authority to make 
out but ene ſuch Manuſeript ) I ſay, if he had 
known this, I ſhou'd think it ſuch an Imputation on 
his Sincerity in writing, that I cou'd not tell how 
to reconcile it to what he had ſaid at the Entrance 


of his Diſſertation, viz. that he had learned from 


the Book of Job, 13-7. That we ſhould not talk deceit- 
fully for God. And if he did not know it, which Pl 
ſuppoſe, bis offering it to the World at all adven- 
tures, with ſuch an Air of Boaſt ing, is nothing to 


the Reputation of his Diſcretion ; and will, I 


hope, convince him how unfit ſuch a preſuming 
confident Imagination is, to be brought into an 
Inquiry of this nature. However, if he be ſtill 
burdened with a ſuperfluity of good Greek Mu- 
nuſcripts, having this Text, I conceive they will 
all be taken off his Hands, and not one left 
him to turn to. 


And 
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And now upon a Survey of all hitherto ſaid, 
it appears that Mr. Martin has ſcraped together 
all the things little and great, that he cou'd think 
of, that ſo he might make a huge Heap and pom- 
pous Show of Numbers; and then with a popular 
Flouriſh retails em out ſingly, firſt by the Names 
of the Authors who were mention'd about”%em ; 
Valla, Ximenes, Eraſmus, Stephens, and many other 
learned Men have ſeen em then by their place, 
ſome in France, ſome in Spain, ſome in England, 
and ſome in the Netherlands : and after all this, 
fays he, Shall the Text not have been in the Greek 
Manuſcripts ſtill? And he has the Courage to ſa 
what I think is one of the ſtrangeſt things to be ſai, 
with ſo great Aſſurance, viz. We fee here, ſays 
he, more Manuſcripts than there is need of, to con- 


vince us that this Text is not found only in 4 very 


few Manuſcripts, nor only in ſuch as are more mo- 
dern, as Father Simon wou'd make us believe. What! 
more than is needful ? and yet after all, not one? 
How eaſily are ſome Men fatisfy?d-! | 

In the laſt place, we are come in his geh Chap. 
to Stephens s Manuſcripts. It has been ſhown, 
that of all his ſixteen Manuſcripts, (for ſo many 
Dr. Mill had allowed beſides the Complutenſian 
Copy, Proleg. N* 1176.) only ſeven had St. 
Fehn 's Epiſtle; and that all theſe are found to 
want this Verſe, tho, by miſtake, Srephens's Greek 
Edition has marked only the words, in Heater, 
ir n Sear, to be wanting. Mr. Martin being ſen- 
fible this preſſes very hard, pretends to ſet this 
| Matter in a clearer Light than ever; and un- 
dertakes to ſhew that more than ſever of Ste- 


phens's Manuſcripts had this Epiſtle, and conſe- 


+ quently had this Verſe, for certainly they are not 
among thoſe ſeven which are markedas wanting 


it. And he is ſorry to find that Mr. Roger, Doctor 
of Divinity at Bourges, and writing 1a defence 
roo 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Mattin's 


too of the Text, has, after his ſtrict Examina- 


tion of Stephens's Greek Teſtament (in which Eis 
Manuſcripts are referred to) declared that he 


can find but ſever belonging to this Epiſtle and 
that not one of Stephens's Manuſcripts had this 
Verſe; tho, ſays Mr. Martin, they have always 
been accounted a Bulwark thereof: and, he ſays, 
Mr. Roger has not computed aright. 1 
But 1 am amazed to ſee how weakly Mr. Mar- 


tin goes about the Proof of this great Diſcovery; 


he mentions three more Manuſcripts of Stephens, 
as having this Epiſtle of St. John, not before 
obſerved; theſe are marked 2. x. 16. i. e. 14. 1 5. 
16. and he proceeds ſtill upon his accuſtomed 


Topick of Preſumption: becauſe, forſooth, all 


the Epiſtles of the New Teſtament, viz. St. Paul's, 
and the ſeven Catholick, and the Revelation, are 


wont ſometimes, to make one Volume; therefore 


Anding by Stephens's Teſtament that theſe Manu- 
ſcripts had St. Paul's Epiſtles before, and the Re- 
velation of St. John behind, he ſtrenuouſly argues 
that the ſeven Catholick Epiſtles were ſurely in 
the middle. However, ſince the Manuſcript 
mark'd 2. is referred to, upon 2 Pet. 1. 4. which 
is one of thoſe ſeven Catholick Epiſtles, he doubts 
not but that Manuſcript reach'd St. John's Epiſtle 
alſo, and ſays briskly, this makes eight Manu- 
icripts. | Let | 354 
But certainly Mr. Martin cannot be ſo weak, 
to think this will paſs for a good and invincible 
Proof with Men of Senſe. Did he never ſee an 
old Bible which bad beginning and end, and yet 
wanted ſome parts between ? If he had read and 


. Conſidered Dr. Mill, he wou'd have found it ſo 


here; that accurate Inquirer tells us often, with 
exact nicety, what Books, what Chapters, and 
what Parts of a Chapter, are wanting in ſeveral 
of the Manuſcripts, And he tells us theſe three 
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were mutilated; and as to the laßt, d. he is fo 8 

particular, that he tells us this was a Copy of 

three Goſpels, Matthew, Luke, and John, but that 

at the end were Two Leaves, in which was a part Millii Pros 

of As 10th Chap. and the firſt Chap. of the 2d leg. Ne 

Epiſtle of Perer. One might hope ſuch a great — * 

Diſappointment as this ſhou'd take us off from 1106. 

7 and fancying, where Fact, lie ſo croſs 

n the way. EE | 
He brings Beza, as one well acquainted, he 

thinks, with the matter, to confirm this Point, 

viz. That more than thoſe noted ſeven Manuſcripts 

of Stephens had St. John's Epiſtle in em, and con- 

ſequently this Verſe; becauſe he ſays, this Verſe it 

in the Manuſcripts of England———and in ſome of 

Stephens's antient Manuſcripts, Yet I do not 

think it appears by all that Mr. Afartin ſays, 

but that Beza intended it of thoſe aforeſaid ſe- 
ven Manuſcripts, which he, as well as others, ima- 1 
gined by Srephens's Marks to have all but the words Fi 
in Heaven; which ſmall Defe& might yet not f 
hinder him from faying in general Terms, the Fi 
Verſe was there: And tho after he had ſaid this 
Verſe is in ſome of Stephens's antient Manuſcripts, j 
he adds that the Words, in Heaven, are wanting 1 


in ſeven Manuſcripts ; it does not follow that he by 
diſtinguiſhes theſe ſeuen from the ſome Manu- 1 
ſcripts before, but only that he expreſſes the b 
number of Manuſcripts determinately, which be- q 


fore he had expreſſed indefinitely and uncertainly: in 
And what wonder is it, tho he did not expreſs 
himſelf ſo accurately in a Matter he might be in 
ſome Confuſion about ? | 

But ſappoſing Bex did, as perhaps he might, 
imagine that ſome other Mamcriprs of Stephens 
had this Verſe; this has been long thought by o- 
thers, thro miſtake, and why might not he miſ- 
take as well as others? 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin's 
For tho Mr. Martin repreſents Beza, | as having 
ſeen all Stephens's Manuſcripts, and compared m, 
and that they were in bis hands, &c. and thence in- 
fers from Bea as Words, that the whole Ferſe was 
in ſome of em; and afterwards argues, that in the 
reſt of them only the 27 1 vegans, in Heaven,. was 


wanting; and that Stephens Marks were not 


wrong plac'd; becauſe Beza, who would have 
obſerv'dit, if he had found the contrary to either: 
of theſe things, appears to confirm it all: yet 
I-apprehend the very Foundation of his whole 
Argument is but a miſtaken Preſumption; for 
it no way appears that ever Beza had a, if any 
of Stephens's Manuſcripts, or that he had the Ma- 
nuſcripts of the King's Library to compare at all: 
and tho he uſes the Phraſes, Legimus, & inveni- 
mus in noſtris; We read, and we find them, &c. 
and compares them with the (ſuppoſed) Brit: 
Copy; yet all this might well enough be, with- 
out reading em any where but in Sephens's own 
Notes and Collections. YL. 
And this is moſt likely, if we conſider the 
Caſe of 'Beza. Henry Stephens, the Son of Robert, 
had collected the Readings of ten more Copies, and 
written*em into one of the New Teſtaments of 
his Father's fair Edition, which had already ſo 
many. various Readings noted in the Margin; this 
Treaſure was put into Beza's hands, who being 
thus furniſhed, ſeems to have taken little or no fur- 
ther care to make any ſearch of himſelf into thoſe 
Copies or Manuſcripts, nor perbaps ever to have 
ſeen em; inſomuch that Dr. Mill thought he had 
reaſon to ſay *, That he took no care to ſearch out 
mhat was the genuine Text And when accidental- 


9 rn» 


* Ne 1258. Proleg. De hoc enim parum laborat, & ubi de 
Lectionis cujuſpiam aue forte agit, oſtendit quam nihil fere 
in his rebus viderit, vir alias eruditus & perſpicax. 1 


ly 
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ly be treated of it, be did but ſhew how little or no- 


thing in a manner be ſam into thoſe Matters, tho o- 
therwiſt 4 learned and ac ious Man. How Mori- 


nus al ſo blames him, may be ſeen in Dr. Srillingffcet 
JJ... 8 
But there need no more Words about it, 
the Matter is determined before; for if, as is al- 
ready proved, Stephens had not one Manuſcript of 
St. John's Epiſtle more than the ſeven which he 
had marked in the Margin, then to what pur- 
Poſe does Mr. Martin make ado to force the con- 


on Teſtimony ;, and, that his Adverſaries argue 
from the Text's not being in the Vatican nor A- 
| D 2 lexandrian 
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trary out of Bera's Words? viz. that his ſome f 
Manufcript, were not of thoſe ſever, i. e. were i 
none of all he had. So that here is no News from : i 
Beta, of any one Greek Manuſcript which has all 1 
the Verſe; for theſe ſeven, be owns, want ſome { 
Words. Ard let Mr. Martin hold to it ever ſo f 
tenaciouſly, or reaſon ever ſo finely upon it, *tis þ 
either Bex ſpeaks wrong, or himſelf by miſta- 4 
king him, argues ſo, ſince*tis againſt plain Fact. Nt 
And therefore I judge Bexa's Words can do him | 
but very little ſervice, in his roth Chapter, to juſ- 7 
tify the Marks of Stephen's Edition being rightly " 
placed; it being what he probably never exami- q 
ned into; and Stephens himſelf might not have it 4 
ſuggeſted to him, It has already been ſaid and i 
manifeſted, that there is Proof of this Miſtake in wy 
thoſe Marks, from oculer Inſpedion into ſeveral | 
of thoſe Greek Manuſcripts, which are found to 1 
want the whole Verſe; but not one that wants if 
only the Words in Heaven, as the Semicircle is NF 
put in Stephens's printed Edition. This Mr. Mar Ses Full In. i 
in ought to have taken notice of, and then he WW"): i 
would have bluſh'd to ſay, in the Concluſion of bis i 
Book, that his Oppoſers alledge nothing but Reaſo- 0 
nings without Proof, but that he eſtabliſhes Facts up- 0 
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lexandrian Manuſcripts, that therefore it was in none 
of Stephens's. No Sir, we argue, that becauſe *tis not 
now found, nor any Raſure pretended, in any Ma- 
nuſcripts, even not in thoſe which Stephens had, 
that therefore it was not there formerly, and that 
the Semicircle was miſplaced : So that on our fide 
is the Proof from Fact, on yours from Reaſonings 
againſt it; while you bring not one Manuſcript in 
proof, nor one Witneſs that ſays he ſaw ſuch a 
dne upon his own immediate Search, 

And I would know what made the Louvain Di- 
vines make the Doubt long, Whether the Semi- 
rircle were in its due Place? Surely they had ſome 
reaſon for ſuch a particular Suſpicion. So that 
I think the Buſineſs of Stephens's Manuſcripts 
ſtands as I put it before, and Mr. Martin has 
found no Evidence of any one Greek Manuſcript 
here, which yet is his Ja and chief Refuge; for 
as to his Codex Britannicus, | think there needs 
no more be ſaid to it, than that Eraſmus either 
never ſaw it, or however judged it to be corrupt- 
ed in this Place by ſome modern Interpolation. 

Nor is that any inſuperable Difficulty which Mr. 
"Martin pretends, ſaying, that Stephens ſhould at 
once have ſaid in the Margin, iv nd, &c. i. e. it 
Was wanting in all, rather than ſaid, tis not in this, 


nor this, nor this, and ſo of all the ſeven Manuſcripts, 


if he had no more. Perhaps indeed that had been 
the ſhorter way; but who knows the Reaſons: of 
Mens Fancies, or why they chuſe this or that way 
of expreſſing themſelves, when they are at their 
own liberty? Perhaps when Stephen, fan moſt of 
the Verſe in the Complutenſian Edition, and in 


that of Eraſmus, he was loth bluntly to ſay ſo 


harſh a thing, as that he could find it in no Ma- 
nuſcript, and ſo might chuſe to ſay it more 
foftly, viz. not in ſuch and ſach: And tho theſe 


indeed were all he had, yet this was not ſo obvious 


to 


Diſſertation on 1 John 5. >. 37 
to be obſerved ſby many, as the other had been, 
and therefore was leſs offenſive. ey. 
But it may be asked, whence then did Stephen. 
take theſe Words, ſince he did put 'em into his 
Text? Ref, Tis enough that we can anſwer in 
the Negative upon good Authority, that he had 
dem not from any of his Greek Manuſcripts, and 
then *tis no great matter where elſe he found 'em. 
Probably he took 'em, as he did the Words 
is N dea, from the Complutenſian Edition; only 
the latter part of the Verſe not being ſo agreeable 
to the Latin Bibles, as *twas in Eraſmus, from his | 
ſuppoſed Britiſh Greek Manuſcript, he might pre- i 
fer the reading of this latter, and take 2 6 reds w 
an, rather than the G ges its W iy e. 1 [ 
Nor is it any ſuch puzzling Queſtion as Mr. Mar- | 


tin fancies, viz, Why did Stephens obſerve that Ch. 10. 
the Complutenſian Edition had it; Td iv, i. e. agree in 
: one, 4s peculiar to it, if the whole Verſe was ſo? | | 
5 anſwer, none can ſay the whole was peculiar to | 
it, when the ſuppoſed Britiſp Manuſcript, and E- | 
raſmus's Edition alſo had the reſt of the Verſe; 
and therefore this Part only was peculiar, and fo 
JJ fo EE HS 


Mr. Martin in Chap. 11. is fo over-critical in 1 
marking the Differences of the Codex Britannicus, | 
and the Greek of the Council of Lateran, that he 4 


obſerves one conſiderable Difference to be #n, and | 

Terre, When a very little Knowledge of the Greek 9 
would ſuggeſt that it was only an Erratum; pro- 
bably the Mark over the , 4 Circumflex with | 
an Aſpirate, was placed ſo as to be taken for a Tau, : 
anda part of- the Word. BE N q 
I cannot but remark one thing more in Mr. j 
Martin's 11th Chapter: He tells us, The Complu- f 
tenſian Edition does not teach, as do all the others, 9 
the Unity of Eſſence in the three Perſons, but the Unity = 
of their Teſtimony, But then | ask him and others; | 

| D3 | what 3 


. * 6 


; I'S | ; x 5 & 5 a 

An. Anſwer-to Mr. Martin's 
what: they mean. by ſo often vouchiog/ithis:Aas 
thority? If we grant em this, then they will 


its Text which does net teach the Unargiof Eſ- 


(ence; in the three Ptrſons, but the contrary; and 
then perbaps they, will throw eit up again, and be 
as angry that we receive. it, as they were before 
that we rejected it. bet 'em tell us whether they 
thiok we ſhou'd or ſhouꝰd not ad mit it, or elſe let em 
never more urge us with the Complutenſian Copy. 
The tua Teſtimonies Which Mr. Martin touches 
on in his 12th Chapter are amongſt the fuppoſi- 
titious. Works aſerihed to _Athanaſite,: il.he: firſt; 
taken from the 8 has been obſerved 
to be no plain Evidence of any regard to tha 
Text, let the Author be who it will; and for the 
other Author, Mr. Martin does not knowibut he 
was a Latin, tho he thinks he poſſibly might be a 
Greek : but of the 5th or th Ceutury however, 
which is not worth, ſtriving about; ſince it can 
come but to this, that among the Multitude of 
Greek Writers, one, ho poſſibly might be Greel, 
ſeems to have ſome relation to ſuch, a. Text, but 
all the reſt are ſilent; and yet his Words 73 2, 
will agree to the 8th Verſe, by omitting (d, as 
much as to the 7th, by adding the (73): ſo that 
this Anſwer will remain good againſt all he has ſaid 
about the difference of the Latin and the Greek. + 
His 13th Chapter tells us, that this Verſe is made 
uſe of ia the Greek Church, in her Confeſſion of 
Faith, Ritual, and Leſſons 5 which may-cakily -be, 
and yet be but of late Date. If he cou'd ſhew' 
us they had it in their Offices in the Primitive 
Ages, *twere to the purpoſe 3 but to ſay any of 
their Offices, Which from Age to Age have been 
ſubject to variations or additions, have it on, is 
to ſay nothing: And to argue, that if they took 
it into the publick Leſſon, (which is an antient part 
of the Office) it muſti be becauſe they knew it wa 


an. 
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an umiſſton; and that it oighr to be added; is juſt the 9 
Tame as to ſay, 'whoeyer put it into the Bible, * 


ot any Greek Edition of the New Teſtament, 
(which New Teſtament is certainly very old 
Book) did it becauſe they knew it was à defect, 
and what it ought to be added; which they cou'd 
not have thought, if the Words had not been in 
their Greek Bibles before, i. e. that it cou'd never 
have come in at all, if not at the firſt Peuning of 
St. John's Epiſtle. Which is a pretty ſhort Ar- 
gument, but there needs no great Guard againſt 
its Force, by them who believe an Addition or 
Alteration to be no impoſſible thing. Let Mr. 
Martin prove tha, and he will carry his Point 
indeed, by Reaſon, which he ſeems not ſo likely. 
to.doy-by Evidence of Fact. Ss = 
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| I come now to conſider briefly his Evaſions of 
J. tthe Arguments againſt this Text, which he calls 
Objections, in his Second Part, vi. | 
©1,: The Greek Manuſcripts have not chi Text; Ch. 2. 
but then, ſays he, they want ſome other Texts alſo, © 
which yet are Genuine. Reſp, Some Manuſcripts 
may want one Text, and others another; but is 
there one Text of good Authority which they 
all want? for ſo the Caſe is here, _.. a 
2. The Councils of Nice and Sardica mention it Ch. 2. 
not: but it was, ſays he, Chap. 2. becauſe they bad © 
no vonteſt'about the Trinity, but only the Deity of the 
Son. Keſp. Very good! But was no this Lare as 
much to the purpoſe for the Son's Deity, as for 
the Holy Spirit's, or as for the Deity of all the | 
three Perſons ? Is not the Son one of the Trinity? 
and wou'd not a Text that ſhou'd be thought to " 
prove Father, Son, and Spirit to be one God, 
prove as ſtrongly, that the Father and Son are one? 
Was it not on all ſuch occaſions as good a Proof 
as that Text, I and my Father are one? ; 
1 + | 3. The 


Ch. 3. 


Ch. 4. 


And alſo that the * Biſhops, by vlog, the 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin's 
3. The Greek Fathers did not mention it; but 
yet it might, he thinks, have been in ſome other of 
their Writings, which are loſt; as the Text of bap- 
tizing in the Name of the Father, the Son, and the 
Spirit (and ſome others) is not uſed by em in 
find Treatiſes where it was proper. 375 What 
is this to our Caſe, where the Words are 
not omitted in one part, and found in another, or 


by one Writer, hut found in other Greek Writers 


of his Age; but are omitted in al the genuine 
Works of al! the Greek Writers of ſo many 
Hundred Years that have remained ? *Tis a hard 
Preſumptiòn indeed to imagine it ſhou'd be in 
a great many loſt Writings, and not preſerved in 
one of the many we have, to which they were ſo 
pertinent. As for the Latin Writers, they are 
accounted for in my Inquiry. 

4. The Fathers who mention the 8th. Verſe, 
and yet not the 7th, ſays he, had only occa- 
fron for the one, and the other was not proper 
to their purpoſe. Reſ. It might indeed happen fo 


in ſome Inſtances, but not in all. Nor in Cyril, 


who had plainly more occaſion for the 7th Verſe 
than for the 8th, in order to prove the Holy 
Spirit God, or to have the Name of God. I appeal 
to any Man, if the 7th Yerſe be not more likely 
to anſwer that purpoſe than the Vater, Blood, and 


Spirit, &c. Not in Auguſtin, for he directly want- 


ed ſuch a Text to prove his point, viz. That where 
Two or more are ſaid in Scripture to be One, they are 
not different, but the ſame thing; nothing cou'd 
have hit his Fancy better, if it had been known 
to him. Not in Ficundus ſurely, who urged the 
8th Ver. for proof of the Trinity, but not the 7th. 
Mr. Martin ſays, he ought to have ſtuck to this laſt. 
Bat *tis certain he did not; and for what rea- 
ſon but this, that he knew not of any ſuch Text ? 


eſt 1 


4 
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Diſſertation on 1 John 5. 7. 
Teſtimony of St. John for the Father, Word, and 
Spirit's being one, intended it only, as he expreſly 
27 St. Cyprian did intend it, of the myſtical In- 
terpretation of the 8th Verſe. So that this Ex- 
cuſe will not do. | | | | 
© Beſides, had they never any occaſion for the 7th 
Verſe ? Cou'd they find no opportunity for bring- 
ing in this, one of the moſt excellent Paſſages of the- 
whole Scripture, as Mr. Martin calls it, before he 

has proved it to be any part at all? Where are 
theſe Inſtances ? What, not once in all St. Au- 
guſtine's Ten large Tomes ! Again, had not ſuch 
a Commentator on St. John's Epiſtle, as Bede, 
(the moſt learned Man perhaps in the 8th Cen- 
tury) the ſame occaſion for the 7th Yerſe, viz, to 

comment upon it, if it had lain in his way as 
the other did? Which was all the Occaſion he 
wanted, that I know of, Therefore Mr. Martin 
adds in his 5th Chap, 

'F- Commentators have always been at liberty to ex- 
pound only what Paſſages they pleas d. Reſp. True, 
they are fo, for none can compel em; but I think 
Men are got wont to uſe their Liberty in this 
manner without ſome Reaſon, and againſt Reaſon, 
and the World's ExpeQation; or without ſome 
Apology for it, eſpecially in ſo remarkable a Text. 

Oecumenius had no reaſon to omit it, and Bede as 
little. Chry/oſtom indeed might omit or paſs over 
one Sentence that was eaſy and plain, or of ſmaller 
importance, or that often occurr'd, or the like; 
and ſo another might do by others: But how 
comes it that both Oecumenius and Bede ſhou'd 
agree to omit this ſame Text ſo very remarkable? 
Or is there one old Commentator that ever did 
pbſerve the Words ? 

But Mr. Martin objects, Oecumenius and Bede 
knew it to be a Text receiv'd by ſome; and ſo had 
as much reaſon to ſay ſomething to it, tho they 
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An Anſwer to Mr. Martin's \ 
had not own'd-it, and yet are quite filent;apainfl 
all reaſon that we can give. Reſp. This is pre- 
ſuming what is not granted; for Oecumenius 'be- 
ing a Greek Writer, cou'd probably have no 
manner of occaſion to ſpeak of it: foraſmuch 
as this Paſſage does not appear to have been in 
one Greek Manuſcript of the New Teſtament to 


his time, nor mention'd by one genuine and 


known Greek Writer, what Reaſon cou'd he have 
to ſay any thing about a Matter that had never 
been in being ? Surely it muſt have been by a 
Spirit of Prophecy; for Mr. Martin has not ſhewn 
it was in St. John's Epiſtle in Oecumenius' time, 
he has only ſaid it, and it had been ſtrange if he 
had mark d a Text which he had never ſeen. 
As for Bede, the Words might begin perhaps 
to be taken into ſome private Latin Copies before 
his time, in Africa or ather remote places; yet 
probably he had never ſeen or known it: and not 
having it in his Latin, nor in the Greek Copies, 
what reaſon had he to take notice of it? Mr. 
Martin makes a vain Suppoſition, that Bede found 
his Latin Copy had it; and that if his Greek 
wanted it, he ſhou'd not have failed to take no- 


tice of it; whereas no ſuch thing appears, but 


rather both wanted it. As for Bede's knowin 


that Cyprian, Victor Vit. and Fulgentius had cite 


theſe Words, this is but a precarious Suppoſit ion 
neither; for if this was judged to be only their 
myſtical Interpretation of the 8th Verſe, then 
Bede had nothing to ſay of it, as of another Text 
by it feln, es d 


And indeed, if he had known the Words of 


St. Cyprian, and of the African Biſhops, & 


(which yet does not appear) and had taken em 
to refer to a direct Text in St. John, yet if he 
knew of no ſuch Text, how cou'd he tell where 
to inſert it? Or where to take notice of we 
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whether in St. John's Gaſpelot Epiſtle ? — 


Diſſertation on I John 5. 7; 


it were no wonder he ſhon'd not mention ſuch a 
laoſe, uncertain Matter in St. Cyprian. But it had 


been ſtrange indeed, if finding the Text in his 


Bible, he ſhou'd - omit; to comment on that in 
courſe, when yet he commented on the reſt round 
about it, before and behind. ann 
So that 1 think theſe. Apologies and Excuſes are 
too thin and weak to pals in the World: but the 
beſt of it is, the Fathers, need em not, in my 
Opinion; becauſe they had a much more ſubſtan- 
tial Reaſon for not mentioning theſe Words, if they 
never found em in their Bibles © 
And now. muſt leave it to the; judicious and 
candid Readers to conſider, whether Mr. Martin 


had good reaſon to go off with ſo much Oſtenta- 


tion and Opinion of his Performance. On the 
oppoſite Part, ſays he, we have nothing but Reaſonings 
without Proofs; on ours, evident Proofs. and Reas 
ſonings upon em. Wie ſettle a Matter of Fatt on 
poſitive Teſtimonies of Witneſſes, without ambiguity, 
without exception: they alledge dumb Witneſſes that 
can't ſpeak by Signs, — Manuſcripts that have not the 
Text; Writers who have not quoted it. 

Where are theſe Fact, ? theſe poſitive Proofs, 
againſt which natbing . can be ſaid? What! 1 ſup- 
poſe the Berlin Manuſcript of 500 Years old? 
and all above the ſeven Manuſcripts of Stephens, 
which had this Epiſtle? And where are they ? 
Bring forth your Witneſſes 3, I doubt they can't ſpeak 
ſo much as by Signs, for there is not any. Sign of 
'em that I can ſee. And I ſuppoſe Ferom's Preface, 
and the Britiſh inviſible Manuſcript; &c. here are 
Facts indeed alledged, but they are only ſuppoſed 
Facts that want confirmation. 

The moſt plauſible Witneſs is St. Cyprian, which 
yet is not ſo plain, but that much is very reaſonably 
ſaid to ſhew he ſpake of another Text, 
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| They have dumb Witneſſes — Manuſcripts that baus 
wt the Text, ſays he. But are not negative Proofs 


roper to make out a Negative? If one obtrude 


ome new Text in print, or a AMabometan ſhou'd 
urge a Text of our Lord's (as is pretended) ſpeak- 


ing of Mahomer by Name, or Sie; Duſt not 


negative Witneſſes confute it, by ſhewing *tis 


not ſo in any Greek Manuſcripe Copy, nor men- 
tion'd in any genuine Greek Writer for many 


hundred Years ? nor pretended to by any Favou- 


rers of Mahomet in the firſt ſetting up their Re- 
ligion ? And have we not all this Evidence a- 


gainſt his Verſe? If I produce a blank Paper, does 


not it prove there is no writing in it, only be- 
cauſe tis ſilent and cant ſpeak ? | 
To conclude, 5f it be ſo in fact, I hope tis no 
faulty Poſitiveneſs or Confidence to ſay it, viz. 
That there is not one old Greek Manuſcript of 
the New Teſtament, written before Printing, yet 


known of to the World, which warrants this 


Text for genuine, tho there be a huge Number 
which all want it. So that I hope no candid Man 
will ſay I am immodeſt in pronouncing it doubt- 
ful, or that I wou'd not receive it, which I am 
{ſure I wou'd, if 1 had ſufficient Evidence that 
ever St. John had deliver'd is to the Saints, 
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